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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1. Applicant's amendment filed 22 August 2008 amends claims 6-7, and 18. Claims 41-52 
have been added. Applicant's amendment has been fully considered and entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant argues, "Bramhill discloses only two levels of control. . .Bramhill discloses a 
copy protection scheme wherein data is either not protected or wherein data is completely 
protected, i.e., all of the available copy controls are either enabled or disabled... the presently 
claimed subject matter, there are at least three levels of control." This argument is not persuasive 
because Bramhill discloses at least three levels of control because Bramhill discloses a first level 
where it is determined whether or not the user will be able to access (i.e. read) the content based 
upon an initial payment (Page 11, lines 1-19). Bramhill goes on to discuss that if the user is 
permitted to access the content based upon this initial payment, the user would be able to save 
the content in an unprotected format based upon additional payment (Page 16, lines 3-5). 
Therefore, prior to the additional payment the content could be save in the protected format. This 
represents three levels of "content control" as claimed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in pubUc use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of appUcation for patent in the United States. 
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4. Claims 6-8, 18, 25, 36-37, 44, 48-49, 51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Bramhill, WO 98/44402. Referring to claims 6-8, 25, 49, Bramhill discloses copy 
protection for data wherein webpage content to be downloaded and displayed with a webpage is 
checked for the existence of copyright protection control information by a browser (Page 9, lines 
15-24 & Page 13, lines 1-4), which meets the limitation of user interface is operable to identify 
indicia associated with said content said permitted set of operations being determined therefrom. 
The received webpage content is displayed by the browser (Page 9, lines 26-27 & Page 14, lines 
27-29), but the ability to save the webpage content depends on the existence of the copyright 
protection control information (Page 9, lines 27-29 & Page 14, lines 29-32), which meets the 
limitation of a terminal having a first memory into which content is receivable, said first memory 
provides temporary storage of said content, a second memory and a user interface operatively 
associated with said first memory and said second memory. When the data is not copyright 
protected the user can save and copy it using the right mouse button (Figure 2 & Page 9, lines 
27-29), which meets the limitation of a set of operations of said user interface in relation to said 
content received into said first memory is permitted by reference to said content, at least one of 
said operations permitted by said content being a transfer of said content to said second memory, 
wherein a set of operations of said user interface in relation to said content when received into 
said second memory is similarly permitted by reference to said content. Bramhill discloses a first 
level where it is determined whether or not the user will be able to access (i.e. read) the content 
based upon an initial payment (Page 11, lines 1-19). Bramhill goes on to discuss that if the user 
is permitted to access the content based upon this initial payment, the user would be able to save 
the content in an unprotected format based upon additional payment (Page 16, lines 3-5). 
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Therefore, prior to the additional payment the content could be save in the protected format, 
which meets the limitation of said content being associated with at least three levels of content 
control. 

Referring to claims 18, 51, Bramhill discloses copy protection for data wherein webpage 
content to be downloaded and displayed with a webpage is checked for the existence of 
copyright protection control information by a browser (Page 9, lines 15-24 & Page 13, lines 1-4), 
which meets the limitation of a user interface for a terminal wherein the interface is operable in 
accordance with an indicia associated with content received by the terminal, said indicia being 
representative of a pre-determined level of control of content. The received webpage content is 
displayed by the browser (Page 9, lines 26-27 & Page 14, lines 27-29), but the ability to save the 
webpage content depends on the existence of the copyright protection control information (Page 
9, lines 27-29 & Page 14, lines 29-32). When the data is not copyright protected the user can 
save and copy it using the right mouse button (Figure 2 & Page 9, lines 27-29), which meets the 
limitations of permit operations available to a user of said terminal in relation to said content, 
said operations including the transfer of said content from volatile storage, into which content is 
received from said network, to user accessible storage. Bramhill discloses a first level where it is 
determined whether or not the user will be able to access (i.e. read) the content based upon an 
initial payment (Page 11, lines 1-19). Bramhill goes on to discuss that if the user is permitted to 
access the content based upon this initial payment, the user would be able to save the content in 
an unprotected format based upon additional payment (Page 16, lines 3-5). Therefore, prior to 
the additional payment the content could be save in the protected format, which meets the 
limitation of said content being associated with at least three levels of content control. 
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Referring to claims 36, 37, Bramhill discloses that the data is wrapped in a proprietary 
BTC file format that includes the data and the copyright protection control information for the 
data (Figure 7 & Page 12, line 26 - Page 13, line 4), which meets the limitation of said content 
and said indicia corresponding to said content are included in a datagram, said indicia 
corresponding to a content is a bit included in said datagram that has been set to a predetermined 
state. 

Referring to claims 44, 48, Bramhill discloses that the content being copyright protected 
could be audio samples (Page 1, lines 29-31), which meets the limitation of said content 
comprising a ringtone because a ringtone is an audio sample where the only implied difference is 
one of intended use and wherein no structural difference exists. See, e.g.. In re Otto, 312 F.2d 
937, 938, 136 USPQ458, 459 (CCPA 1963). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co. , 383 U.S. 1 , 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 
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7. Claims 41-43, 45-47, 50, 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bramhill, WO 98/44402, in view of Levy, U.S. Publication No. 2002/0052885. Referring to 
claims 41-43, 45-47, 50, 52, Bramhill discloses control information regarding whether or not 
content can be rendered and saved (Page 11, lines 1-19 & Page 16, lines 3-5), but does not 
disclose control information over whether or not the content can be forwarded. Levy discloses a 
content control system that utilizes typical copy control information with the addition of an 
indication of whether or not the content can be shared ([0014] & [0041]). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art a the time the invention was made for the control 
information of Bramhill to include an indication of whether or not the content can be forwarded 
in order to enhance content protection in file sharing systems as taught by Levy ([0023]). 

Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS fi"om the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to BENJAMIN E. LANIER whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3805. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 6:00am-4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gilberto Barron can be reached on 571-272-3799. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Benjamin E Lanier/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2132 



